EREE X AERED IR —
BEMAEIT R EFRERIZE
kB M i wm*

#w %

HRISAF /AAZSADHT A T 84 TP & T EXREFI5~50%
o RHH REKAANBHREARABERE  RRESHF & AGEATHARLIEEN FTEHAM
S FEATHRT AN AASADHY ABREREXR AT RHARPEATHAEAZ
KRB BEEII~29% o B2 » HAASADHA A5~26% X ¥ & - £ e (FAe502
F/AM) 28R RUEHEEI2Y > A4 as%LE - RAEHSADHZ @RIt REBF -

FAMCOuER AR IEAE S A T MM SADH —B#BhZ AL MmN BFILE Y ZE
#BomSE  BEE~ o M SADH ##R 5 HHAI LS AR ELBEVE  AHERL
LRAEMZTR /IR SERIENABEGERR  HAEBBHEHK (ARESADH) 216
~2.14% > B M SADH #ITH AR ERERAREIAGRAY SR ©

T (%) xhM4F (Key word)

#%it4 (Peanut) - &% (Podding Stage) - A &ip# & (Growth Regulator) £
¥ —4t & (Sink-Source)

-
1=

A

AEEMERAALFT Y 4 PREHREH  AZBSBRARETHAT ZRRES
GAEK FESFRARBRAMBEARAT ) AR MmRRIRE - W EHHABHFHFRT
EWMABAL BEARASATAYE  EhABEAAME - &R PE LHRERGA K
AARAMEO, LR ERHEREKSRBTEXRAAERZYE (sink) FRARAKFH/R (
sour) —AAMAMZ AL » ¥ LEHKBEAE  HETHAREZTARTA -

SADH (Succinic acid 2,2-dimethyl hydrazide) ## XK ELAZLEERZ LRARK
BEZ A RpHA > AL FOAE 18 XEERTFEREE  HLEKRRAR
HERBEK B RETRS > BADBEIZUMERZI LT RAERXREES &
— L HAEMSADHA R KXW ERT » & R4 K — & o Gorbert K F A% A
SADH# X R A8 ¥ 2 ¥ & #% 8 » 3 A SADHI1Ib/acre2qt/acre i st 3§ £ i#700Ib/acre £
# » 2Daughty k& % 7] 35 th R #7446 #£146,8,10 12836/ SADH ¥ & E Z MR °

BREARELER—BRZBEBTEAZ : 1)EAEHHLCE : kBoote K© 8y Xk » %
RAEZARAFTHHTES> A% (Beginning bloom) » F 54 % & (Beginning peg)
4 % (Beginning pod) - %% (Full pod) - F% % (Beginning seed) - #ZE (Full

*SARERERESBRFHEARARARA -




seed) -~ # #% (Beginning maturity) - & # (Harvest maturity) - # # (Over
maturity) F 88 > SHH% SADH 2 £ AFF ) FTRERLEZ LR QA ERA
* SADH 2 AR E$ RERYFHRERHHEE  HAREATFAYE - QRBRARE
BRETIAF :BE - FE  LREIRAREHRREEEZIER/T EHACLHEER
AREREKRSE ) M SADH THHEM 2 XRHAZ B M BZ FEHBETRARZ
RET#MSADH » BHMiBEEIL ) REGHBIRALREWHLBY AToEHRK
RZBE -

AEAL ) ABRBHARTAZFHEH : VKB HARBEIH (60% - 8#F) &
SADH MM % X » &k Boote KAk 2 ABATH (deiti FTEHANE) &
RABMZIER ) ARABHAZIAFTEARARESTZIYE - (2453 SADH ZRH R F &4 -
FEME (& RHE) AFRARS (REE - ARE) SA4TREAHKRZIAFTAXEA TS
W o (DA &R RSB AW MREK » #1 A Fl4EF1COZ AL R I » 8 BT 5 05 76
SADH #HMRZ KA RN B AR AEYES O BRBENY - WAL T EEFTIHE -

Miz: gABEEREFSREARYT > ARB7947A 1 BEXZ 48448 A1
RAAEEHR > HER AR SR ERTIRED ) RAKRBET A A4 B ERA
SADHAA BREH M LR AEERBHERRLIH R I EFASY EXREFBK o B
doit » KB AR TRAABME & B H A (CCCE) » REBA FTEEE
B2 EHBIEH -

—#HH:
PR ¥R : Z# (Alar, 85%succinic acid 2,2—dimethyl hydrazide)
BRI S RARAERSHE ) AEBIELEHIIRATFEES (Chiba
Bunc) % o
S Fk
(=) 745 Z A5k : A4 Fuea SADH # R F 4 F 434 SADH % K Fl&m¥ »
ARIRAFTEHEEHBRIETEEASTYE ) T4FAARN2THR O 47 A D M
Wi o RYCHW ) ARFAVEBFRIAREXBERETFE LI 2% )% 4
HER BB AMMERRAF R o — BB %L ER NE M S H12M2E 16M?
» ATHRIEL H30X 1045 X 109 0o B RIFE H4 F ¢
a YOS RE
A : SADH 1.5kg/ha %4564 M (KM% R BT HH AN (RHE62R)
ZRAREE > BRARFEE - '
B : SADH 3kg/ha 93 it# MR T RH AN =R RAELE » FRHHEE o
C: SADH 1.5kg/ha #FFHBAM— kA% EE -
CK: #H®o
b. XS8R
A’ : SADH 1.5kg/ha AF R H AN (RHHK60K) —k AL H -

I




B’ : SADH 3kg/ha #AF R H AN —kARZTE -
CK’': #1B o

(=) T5EERMERTOREAERR : A EASRBFRELBEARH » ATSFKRT6F

()

n

AAEHRBRAEBELADEF LR H IR RELCGWIH» TRELHRE (2R
: §#50kg/ha, B4&F60kg/ha, $.1Lér80kg/ha ; & K E AR 5% A & R 1Lér)
SIREALRFARY o REHBRLIEE  £XH - ATH - AMRET YA
B AT mBiph SADH AN SREH AW ER > THESOXI0NS
» V& @AK12M? o SADH Z 7 M ¥ &M % ik #%1.5kg/ha—k#EE o
AEHELVYCOFLERRERR : ZRE» + -8 » RETOF A MER

O AFRMAMRAT MR SADH RE#% —& » RHAEAFHIFALEA

» 1 UCO, F{b & (Fl4t4 P34 & 10uci X Na,*CO; 3K ¥ » m10% 2 18 R84
Ao BFAEAMCOARE) ARBHEZRBUMBE UM S ERMMS » WHKRES
EHORBE S RE - BN BHBLOELHRAIARMK (vial) ¥ wAL&E
#&#& (tissue solubilizer, soluene 100) » #4455 Mk » wM30% ZH0,0 &, »
AmAB#E (cocktail, dimilume—30) R4 E— A% » AR KMRIH
#® (liquid scintilation counter) ¥ » ArF X H 1 (CPM) @iMFRIAE
(exteral std. channel) Z #3& (quenching) #& iEk#&E > PPF#HAZ1C &
M4 (DPM) -

BRI

— > RF&AMH - AEREAF kM SADH $1it A HALFTREZIHE

# 7 SADH $f 2 & RARBXBETFFIAREAE HAR TR RRIBEL R
—e SADH RE#XREETIHYE » MMy & ATFXHBH—k"4$ SADH 1.5kg/
har (REC)XRAERHM » 9 E20% ; BIERBAT XY AN =% "FHSADH 1
Skg/ha # (REA) Lk » ¥ E1IT% 5 LR AT K MM =% 4% SADH 3kg/

#—SADH $1 A M BIEAXRAEE -  HREA TR WRIYE(1985 ) FR4REFFEF3)

Table 1. Effect of SADH on pod yield and plant and seed characters of spring peanut.
(1985, Tainung No. 4 and Chiba Bunch)

*AEHEE | KRER (FXRE RAXB | KARB | MEEE| & X F|T B H|E &
iﬂ%g (&R /28| (B5) /%) | B/ % | G/&H (%) €] .
¥ |#A 2.93a 54.7b 38.8a 72 108.6bc 76.3 3884b | #| #¥
. 3 B 2.73b 48.5b 34.2ab 6.9 93.4c 75.9 3809p | # %
4 C 3.01a 55.3b 40.3a 71 116.1ab 76.1 4024ab| | #¥
i CK 2.50c 80.7a 28.6b 73 125.7a 75.9 418.6a ® &
T A 247a 58.5b 25.6a 8.2 113.2b 734 571.2ab| ¥ ¥
g B 243a 46.3b 23.7a 78 108.5b 72.8 562.4b B &
A CK’ 2.09b 70.3a 18.8b 85 125.4b 73.1 589.7a ®
* RAERRABWPMEZSY » THNERLERTY » HRNBRERNT 2T HH -
FRIRBRRZATSEHHRSE




had (REB) ARk > ¥HEI% - KEMEFT G ATEHAN—%"FE SADH 1.
Skg/ha (REA) L—k°4§ SADH 3kg/ha (REB) FLEREE » B THER
RY18% - HERBXAREFH 7> SADH 2 AN AETFRHBAEMLEE
e F B M F &R m1.5kg/ha— k"G EH & o
R MR AER k.M SADH 3Tk~ MRtz EE - FEk%
RERE AMARNFTI OB REVEE - LAERARARMEHK S &> SADH &
BEAHEmBREARBIHR  ARTFRBAN—K%EEH (REC) B {THMm
26~40% Z BB A RS - WM RARZ T4 E> SADH REERFREE (HB) )
HM SADH 2 #&AERZMTHERE » XIBERER - AARRABEAHT EH5 07
SBELE

= REATFINN SADH Rtk KU SIELLFRET LYY
BRERZELLARZAREYE  HALE T AT > £/ SADH A AHBE &1L
' BB F KB RS REVER B ABRARBE - AT HIEAMER
SADH# » Hi#k4R1L % #50% » AR X E26% o £ REZ KR » 7H 48 K Ae50kg/ha
(Bfe) ATHEAREEFHMH12% o

A=+ SADH #t#HHEARXRETE HARTTHRRIBE (1986 £R5H) ©
Table 2. Effect of SADH on pod yield and plant and seed characters of autumn
peanut. (1986 » Tainung No.5)

*W E BH B XERER|EFRXEERE|HGEE(H X | T N H|E &l
B B H (B /) (25) G/ (%) (GE)
¥ R H
HTERIA+ 2.22¢ 11.6¢ 7.0c 74.0 384.5¢ B’ %
% SADH (48XK)
FERH+ 3.03a 18.6b 8.9b 76.8 418.7b #%
- SADH (65XK)
FEEH+ 2.86a 22.0a 9.4ab 74.6 456.2a #®
SADH (85XK)
& R (112X) 3.01a 22.8a 9.8a 73.2 461.a ® %
It + 2.65¢ 11.4c 6.8¢c 744 382.5¢ i I
E: SADH (48XK)
FEHHA+ 3.52a 18.8b 8.3b 77.1 419.8b b33
i SADH (65X%)
FERH+ 3.26a 21.0ab 8.9ab 75.6 424.8ab 53
SADH (85XK)
14 HE (112X) 3.43a 22.3a|- 9.4a 77.6 431.3a %

*FREBRRNERNRZTY  THNERAENTY » HRBURRERI0KZTSME -

T6% HA KB 4 R MTAE SN > A R H M REFE > AL %A SADH g2
ARARHAHRE (RZ) - ARERTEHANMEM SADH 15kg/hagR Bzt » 43¢
A29% ; RIEERATHAN S R4 HHEI% s RALRERRCEIRAREATE
LU EXHEFLL RTHRBARBRO LR ENR L (Hh : 31.48% » #r4 ¢ 52.15



% s $s#::1651% » N% : 0.11) » A+ B K AL FRTGFKMAERE S (FRL - FE -
54.349% s 34 : 34.15% » fb#5 ¢ 11.51% » N% : 0.067%) %% » LREABEZHK -
%5 fAest SADH X i R 25 & » 55 RMEATOFAEH LG LBAFER -

#Z SADH #AHELARREE HHATFTRRIVE (1987, ER5H) °
Table 3. Effect of SADH on pod yield and plant and seed characters of spring

peanut. (1987 » Tainung No.5)

* 33 & X B ¥ REER|TEEE(MEE B\ Y K OFH|T N EIE 2
B B H (AR /A8 (25) /5 (%) (%)
* 74 i} .
w | FRURML 279 37.3¢ 16.9¢ 765 439.6b %
! | SADH (75%)
TR+ 2.72a 40.2bc 17.4b 75.4 441.6b %
q | SADH (85%)
ST+ 2.58ab 438b 17.9ab 67|  453.7ab| %
SADH (99%)
B | sim 115%) 2.16¢ 51.1a 182a 776 4582a | ¥ &
FRBEM+ 2.51b 36.8¢ 16.3bc 75.9 4311 %
% | SADH (75%)
FRA+ 2.87a 39.3¢ 17.0b 73.6 4328 %
p | SADH &)
SIR+ 2.63ab 44.6b 17.2ab 763 4398 &
SADH (99%)
E | 8E Q5% 2.42bc 49.8a 18.0a 749 M3 | % %

—

* RRERBNERNEZFY » PTHESERETY » LRERRERIC0RZTHE o

WA KB EZ AR AR K REFAARRAEL : RARE > £ RAH AR
FHREHE ) 2ERARNAFXRAAERG(B-) 5 BT AMRR A RFHEAR
AHELREABRS(B2) s ToARBFHSADHARZ XRAFAERIYE -

+ SADH £tk XS RENES S RIYE

F10 AL EMCO,E s 2 K64 542 F MM SADH —i@g sk hEe RN AFLE
BEAS S e AT o B REF 0 ATEHAMALT MM SADH REAA# (
#B) ZHANC RFALFABRELE  BAHKZASASRS AB®EA SADH @A
AR o mAMBLSRENZI TR ML SRS & > SADH RE X BF
y 8 A B Z1.6~2.14 » Bi76M SADH #b THXRMEREFAKSI L
SARAEDHB o

BEEZ KRB E T A EipHH SADH H#jtA2 A FAABEZ IR - K

HAREEF & 36 & A T e B R R A FOR AR D RO Ae 0 R R HARML

0 FAEMBER B ANLZHK o KKK RBv o SADH Z kM F%15kg/ha &

BAAENAEAZTFEYABEALT MM (HBBKRTOEESREL » ARRBWH AL )
RS THAERR2% -

#7) SADH ¥ » ARFRHEZRBTHRALENE - £ARBRRE AEEZEA

FERFZYE > LT5EREREK » AREEHRE26% -




BAAEAAE RIERASARRZHE - LEBEL XS RAA TR LR L
P REAERTR ) REREBRETARAAT L EERE L AWRA » 255 EL B0l

' R REZAE -

1.5%IC8R SADH RBEMNEEMGk s ERRERE
BZBIGR o (1986 > BkfE )

Figl.Relationship of main stem length vs.
yield in the peanut plant with and with-
out N and SADH treatment. (Autumn,
1986.)
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Fig2.Relationship of main stem length vs.
yield in the peanut plant with and with-
out N and SADH treatment. (Spring,

1987.)
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A FRYBMEATMAZ “C ARABKE BT 2 HH K SADH 2 ¢ &
Table 4. Effect of SADH on the distribution of“C assimilated by peanut plant at the

beginning seed stage and full seed stage.

omoE “C ¥E# DPM/10mg “C Fi{t#& DPM (x10°) /Hfirfiitk
BB, A Em Rk mT oRFERNC:(mbs 8 (% 8T x|eAtE|T X ;
2 2 " M|@® # b | (%) #
we || e————— i L
ﬁ]: 3 SADH 617 635 1670 3640 5.91** 3.6 0.6 72 2.9 142,s 0.82*F
#® X CK. 659 776 1344 3018 4.58 4.7 0.8 6.3 2.3 1440 049

14

c
I{ij 32 | SADH 394 352 848 1370 3.48** 3.2 0.4 4.0 5.2 127, 1.65**
# X | CK 508 348 612 1189 234 4.8 0.3 2.9 4.9 129, 1.02




---------------------------------------------------- R
14
{F‘ig 3 SADH 602 789 1377 2718 4.52%** 48 0.7 5.1 3.9 144 0.82**
# K | CK. 1003 452 1013 2060 2.05 6.8 0.3 49 29 149, 043
14
C
I{'T]:ZO SADH 517 352 679 2140 4.14* 4.8 0.4 3.1 83 16.7.s 1.72**
# X | CK. 707 392 399 1553 220 74 0.4 1.9 6.0 15.6ns 081
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